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status 

1)13 Responsive to communication(s) filed on OS November 2oni . 
2a)IEI This actionis FINAL. 25)0 This actionis non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allnwannp pvronf f^r f^r^^i — » . 

Closed in accordance with the practice under E;p;;?e"Qua;/e: 1935 

Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 10-16.18 and 19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) 0 Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 10-16.18 and 1Q is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) 0 Claims are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) 0 The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

11) 0 The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)^ disapproved. 



12)0 The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 



Priority under 35 U.S.C. §119 

13) 0 Acknowledgment is made of a daim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)nAII b)n Some*c)n None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Staae 

application from the Intemational Bureau (PCT Rule 1 7 2(a)) ^ 
See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) n Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 
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This action is responsive to the amendment filed on November 5, 2001. 



2. The submission of one (1) sheet of drawing is acknowledged. Please see the changes 
required in the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO 948. 

3. In view of the submission of a drawing, it is suggested that a brief description of the 
drawing with a header be added into the appropriate section of the specification. It is also 
suggested that reference to Fig. 1 on page 6, lines 6-17 (in particular, the non-English language) 
be reworded in light of the~correctionsto be made in the drawing. 

4. The cancellation of claim 1 is acknowledged. Claims 10-16 and 18-19 are pending. 

5. The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01(o). Correction of the 
following is required: The Markush group of acidic components in claim 10, lines 11-19 (i.e. 
mono- or dicarboxylic acids containing 10 to 22 carbon atoms . . . polymeric polycarboxylic acids 

. . . and/or dicarboxylic acids) are not disclosed in the specification. The claim limitation, although 
having basis in the claims as originally filed, does not have basis in the specification. Addition of 
this claim limitation to the specification can overcome this objection. 
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6. Claim 13 is objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(0), as being of improper dependent form for 
failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous claim. Applicant is required to cancel the 
claim(s), or amend the claim(s) to place the claim(s) in proper dependent form, or rewrite the 
claim(s) in independent form. Claim 13 has the same limitation as in claim 12 to which this claim 
depends upon. 

7. The rejection of claim 1 under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the altemative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Brichard et al. (US Patent No. 4,321,301) is withdrawn 
in view of applicants' amendment. 

8. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be found 
in a prior Office action. 

9. Claims 10-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the altemative, 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Mittelstrass et al. (DD 140987). 

Mittelstrass teaches a continuous production of granulated detergents and cleaning agents 
in fluidized bed apparatus wherein 85 parts of a mixture of Na5P30,o (95% phase II, bulk density 
1000 g/1, 80% particle with diameter <0.2 mm) 40, Na2C03 10, Na2S04 25.8, Na perborate 14, 
and additives 10.2% is fluidized and sprayed with 15 parts 10:7 dodecylbenzenesulfonic acid-fatty 
acid mixture to prepare dust-free granules with bulk density 530 g/1 (see abstract). Considering 
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the amount of the acid mixture, the amount of the alkaline mixture and the bulk density of the 
resulting granules, it would be inherent of the dust-free granules to satisfy the recited formula. 
Hence, Mittelstrass anticipates the claims, 

in Plcilrno 10_1>> Qnri 18-10 art^ rf^^f^nff^r\ ^^r^e^(^r '^^ TT } f\Of)r\\ 5*c Qntir»rn5*t*^rl V*v nr rn fhf^ 

alternative, under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Block et al. (WO 92/17404), hereinafter 
"Block". 

Block teaches a mixture consisting of 92.5 wt% sodium percarbonate coated with 7.5 
wt% of a 1 :1 mixture of C8.io fatty acids and technical stearic acid which is free-flowing and is 
used in a detergent composition containing sodium dodecylbenzenesulfonate, tallow alcohol 
ethoxylate, sodium carbonate, and enzymes, among others (see abstract). Considering the amount 
of the acid mixture, the amount of sodium percarbonate and its free-flowing property, it would be 
inherent for the coated percarbonate to satisfy the recited formula. Hence, Block anticipates the 
claims. 

11. Claims 10-16 and 18-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Baillely (GB 2,337,054). 

Baillely teaches an effervescence particle comprising an anhydrous perborate coated with a 
coating agent (see abstract), wherein the coating agent is preferably polymers or copolymers of 
maleic acid, acrylic acid and/or methacrylic acid; fatfy acids having a carbon chain length from 
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CI 2 to C22 and C8-C13 dicarboxylic acids (see page 3, lines 29-40; page 4, line 20) at a level 
from 0.3% to 20% by weight of the particle (see page 4, lines 40-43). Baillely also teaches that 
the coating agent is applied in liquefied form, that is a molten coating agent which is applied at a 
temperature above its melting point (see page 4, lines 25-31). Baillely also teaches that the 

1 U/^+^^r^^** 1 O w^o^^or^r. <^^A O r>rafofol:>l;i7 ciiol:* tViot StC\0/^ \\ip^\ohf 

pftiUdC Hits itpaiUL/lC aiZ-C UClWt^Cll IV 1111\^1V^110 CULKA ^ vnij pAWXwxt*iyxjr ouwxx (.xAMi. wv/w TTw*^**v 

the particles has a particle size of more than 75 microns and less than 10% by weight of the 
particles has a particle size of more than 0.5 cm (see page 5, lines 1 1-23). Baillely also teaches 
Particle B comprising sodium perborate and sodium carbonate coated with 3% MA/AA, MW 
4000 (copolymer of 1 :4 maleic/acrylic acid) (see paghes 35-36). Baillely also teaches 
incorporating this particle to a detergent composition, see Examples 1-3. Baillely, however, fails 
to specifically disclose the particle size of Particle B. 

The subject matter as a whole would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made to select the portion of the prior art's range which is within 
the range of applicant's claims because it has been held to be obvious to select a value in a known 
range by optimization for the best results. As to optimization of results, a patent will not be 
granted based upon the optimization of result effective variables when the optimization is obtained 
through routine experimentation unless there is a showing of unexpected results which properly 
rebuts the prima facie case of obviousness. See In re BoescK 617 F.2d 272, 276, 205 USPQ 215, 
219 (CCPA 1980). See also In re Woodruff, 919 F.2d 1575, 1578, 16 USPQ2d 1934, 1936-37 
(Fed. Cir. 1990), and In re Aller, 220 F.2d 454, 456, 105 USPQ 233, 235 (CCPA 1955). 
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12. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicants' 
disclosure. These references are considered cumulative to or less material than those discussed 
above. 

13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new grGund(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Loma M. Douyon whose telephone number is (703) 305-3773. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mondays-Fridays from 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Yogendra Gupta, can be reached on (703) 308-4708. The fax phone number for this Technology 
Center is: 
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(703) 305-3599 - for Official After Final faxes 
(703) 305-7718 - for all other Official faxes. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Technology Center receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
0661. 



January 8, 2002 



Loma M. Douyon 
Primary Examiner 



Art Unit 1751 



